Introduction
Major recent commentators on Chronicles have concluded that the Chronicler's account of David's count of his people was based on a text substantially different from extant witnesses to the text of 2 Sam 24.
1 In that minimal sense at least, our witnesses to both 2 Sam 24 and 1 Chr 21 attest divergence from a shared source. In some recent studies, I have part argued for and part assumed a more radical common source theory, not just for the versions of this narrative but for Samuel-Kings and Chronicles as a whole.
2 It gives me great pleasure to offer these further remarks to a fellow ancien de l'École biblique et archéologique française, whose expert combining of textual and literary history has provided energetic stimulus to my own work.
The different sections of the synoptic narrative about David within 2 Samuel 5-24 and 1 Chronicles 11-21 have quite varied relationships to each other. 2 Sam 7-8 and 10 are very similar to 1 Chr 17-19; and this is particularly so when we compare the Chronicler's version of these chapters, not with 2 Sam 7-8; 10 (MT), but with the text of Samuel which underlies OG and is partially preserved in 4Q51. It is also true of 2 Sam 5:1-10, 11-25 and its immediate parallels in 1 Chr 11:1-9; 14:1-17. On the other hand, while the reports of the first stage in David bringing the ark towards Jerusalem in 2 Sam 6:1-11 and 1 Chr 13:1-14 are broadly similar, the second stage is very much more fully described in 1 Chr 15-16 than in 2 Sam 6:12-20. And the scale of the divergence in the other direction between 1 Chr 20:1-8 and 2 Sam 11-21 is many times greater.
The reports in 2 Sam 24 and 1 Chr 21 of David having his people counted, of the divine punishment which follows, and the construction of an altar for sacrifice on a Jebusite threshing-floor, are much the same length, are very closely related, and yet exhibit more significant differences from each other than any other portion of similar size in the synoptic story of David. Dispassionate comparison is all the more difficult, and all the more necessary. Rather than privilege any of the extant texts, this essay will describe most of the differences in terms of pluses over against the text they share. However, there are also important divergences over irreducible elements of this shared text; and it is not always easy to decide how much text is associated with these basic differences.
Medieval tradition in both chapters recognises the same broad divisions and sub-divisions, and hence provides a handy basis for comparing these two related texts: This two-fold system of division does not always correspond clearly to the separations observable in the earlier text as presented in the 3-column pages of the Leningrad Codex. The scribes there may have intended a major break at 2 Sam 24:10b (cf 1 Chr 21:8) and also at 1 Chr 21:18 (cf 2 Sam 24:18). This paper will discuss the material in seven sections, corresponding to 2 Sam 24: [14] [15] [16] [17] 
